May 23, 2000

small businesses owned and controlled
by women. This act allows for no less
than five percent of the total dollar
value of all prime contracts and sub-
contract awards for each year.

Over the past few years, we have wit-
nessed the growth of women-owned
businesses, including federal contracts.
Over the past ten we’ve seen thousands
of women entrepreneurs start or ex-
pand their own businesses. It is impor-
tant we realize that women-owned
businesses are the fastest growing seg-
ment of the business community in the
United States. In fact, in the next ten
years, it is expected that women-owned
businesses will make up more than
one-half of all businesses in the United
States.

This week has been designated as
Small Business Week, therefore it is
only fitting that the Senate should
pass this resolution to symbolize the
Senate’s concern that the Federal de-
partments and agencies have not made
adequate effort in meeting the five per-
cent goal established in 1994 as part of
the Federal Acquisition Streamlining
Act. I fully support this Senate resolu-
tion and urge Federal agencies to make
a concerted effort to meet this 5-per-
cent goal.

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolution
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed
to, the motion to reconsider be laid
upon the table, and any statements re-
lating to the resolution be printed in
the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

The resolution, with its preamble,
reads as follows:

S. REs. 311

Whereas women-owned small businesses
are the fastest growing segment of the busi-
ness community in the United States;

Whereas women-owned small businesses
will make up more than one-half of all busi-
ness in the United States by the year 2010;

Whereas in 1994, the Congress enacted the
Federal Acquisition Streamlining Act of
1994, establishing a Government-wide goal
for small businesses owned and controlled by
women of not less than 5 percent of the total
dollar value of all prime contracts and sub-
contract awards for each fiscal year;

Whereas the Congress intended that the de-
partments and agencies of the Federal Gov-
ernment make a concerted effort to move to-
ward that goal;

Whereas in fiscal year 1999, the depart-
ments and agencies of the Federal Govern-
ment awarded prime contracts totaling 2.4
percent of the total dollar value of all prime
contracts; and

Whereas in each fiscal year since enact-
ment of the Federal Acquisition Stream-
lining Act of 1994, the Federal departments
and agencies have failed to reach the 5 per-
cent procurement goal for women-owned
small businesses: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That—

(1) the Senate strongly urges the President
to adopt a policy in support of the 5 percent
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procurement goal for women-owned small
businesses, and to encourage the heads of the
Federal departments and agencies to under-
take a concerted effort to meet the 5 percent
goal before the end of fiscal year 2000; and

(2) the President should hold the heads of
the Federal departments and agencies ac-
countable to ensure that the 5 percent goal
is achieved during fiscal year 2000.

APPOINTMENT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President,
in accordance with 22 U.S.C. 1928a-
1928d, as amended, appoints the fol-
lowing Senators as members of the
Senate Delegation to the NATO Par-
liamentary Assembly during the Sec-
ond Session of the 106th Congress, to be
held in Budapest, Hungary, May 26-30,
2000: The Senator from Iowa (Mr.
GRASSLEY), Acting Chairman; the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania (Mr. SPECTER);
the Senator from Wyoming (Mr. ENZI);
and the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
VOINOVICH).

AUTHORIZING ACTION IN STATE
OF INDIANA V. AMY HAN

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
now proceed to the immediate consid-
eration of S. Res. 312, submitted earlier
by Senator LOTT and Senator DASCHLE.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 312) to authorize tes-
timony, document production, and legal rep-
resentation in State of Indiana v. Amy Han.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, this resolu-
tion concerns a request for testimony
in a criminal action in Indiana Supe-
rior Court for the County of Marion. In
the case of State of Indiana v. Amy
Han, the county ©prosecutor has
charged the defendant with two counts
of criminal trespass on Senator
LUGAR’S Indianapolis office. Pursuant
to subpoenas issued on behalf of the
county prosecutor, this resolution au-
thorizes two employees in Senator
LUGAR’S office who witnessed the
events giving rise to the trespass
charges, and any other employee in the
Senator’s office from whom testimony
may be required, to testify and produce
documents at trial, with representa-
tion by the Senate Legal Counsel.

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolution
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed
to, the motion to reconsider be laid
upon the table, and a statement of ex-
planation be printed in the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.
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The resolution, with its preamble,
reads as follows:

S. RES. 312

Whereas, in the case of State of Indiana v.
Amy Han, C. No. 99-148243, pending in the In-
diana Superior Court of Marion County,
Criminal Division, testimony has been re-
quested from Lesley Reser and Lane Ralph,
employees in the office of Senator Richard
Lugar;

Whereas, pursuant to sections 703(a) and
704(a)(2) of the Ethics in government Act of
1978, 2 U.S.C. §§288b(a) and 288c(a)(2), the
Senate may direct its counsel to represent
employees of the Senate with respect to any
subpoena, order, or request for testimony re-
lating to their official responsibilities;

Whereas, by the privileges of the Senate of
the United States and Rule XI of the Stand-
ing Rules of the Senate, no evidence under
the control or in the possession of the Senate
may, by the judicial or administrative proc-
ess, be taken from such control or possession
but by permission of the Senate;

Whereas, when it appears that evidence
under the control or in the possession of the
Senate may promote the administration of
justice, the Senate will take such action as
will promote the ends of justice consistently
with the privileges of the Senate: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That Lesley Reser and Lane
Ralph, and any other employee of Senator
Lugar’s office from whom testimony may be
required, are authorized to testify and
produce documents in the case of State of In-
diana v. Amy Han, except concerning mat-
ters for which a privilege should be asserted.

SEC. 2. The Senate Legal Counsel is author-
ized to represent Lesley Reser, Lane Ralph,
and any other employee of Senator Lugar’s
office in connection with the testimony and
document production authorized in section
one of this resolution.

——————

AUTHORIZING ACTION IN HAROLD
A. JOHNSON V. MAX CLELAND,
ET AL.

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
now proceed to the immediate consid-
eration of S. Res. 313, submitted earlier
by Senators LOTT and DASCHLE.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BROWNBACK). The clerk will report the
resolution by title.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 313) to authorize rep-
resentation by the Senate Legal Counsel in
Harold A. Johnson v. Max Cleland, et al.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, a pro se
plaintiff has commenced a civil action
against Senator CLELAND and a state
official in Georgia state court seeking
an order removing them from office on
the purported ground that their elec-
tion by plurality vote, while expressly
authorized by Georgia statutes, vio-
lates the Georgia Constitution. This
suit is the plaintiff’s second challenge
to Georgia’s current election laws.
Having lost his first challenge against
the State Board of Elections, the plain-
tiff now is bringing an identical chal-
lenge to the Georgia election laws
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